
HEDIC*l»_ I
".XgooTcomparison. I

Ituulatt, fl well-known

'«WJiitclergrman, resUmg »t Naploa,
S ,1. followlnS nmuiln;, but »pt «>ra. T

t

|t,, b!i *Uw® tb0 jigjjt. And in like jiiftjnct C*WM r>f, $, JftfZdM'l FirmJpinnffwortnfli thone dreadful

1
J, «.t of"bo mm. «t ?

"hi* l*e" ",0 Cliocioi Uio r gruu. i

Hp Upa nr cbUitfvB." jTho
Only Cenulno v

McLane's Vermifuge, J
IjtheDr.C.McLano's Vormlfugo '

PREPARED 1IY I®

FLEMING BHDS., Pittsburgh, Pa. "

5Sm
BTQ3tACg

T.tk,t«.<lioMh« toar!it. commercial trareler C(^ i>r llM'e'.tcr'" Mowach Ritteta ispo- Jgrtfur'.iSot^.»lar°H»treng'h M thesdlgcsllw ^
.« tad b!«c« the thyrtcal ccergto to an- "

S wni irflueurcfl It remove* and prevents taffiaftwe- eviration,dj»w pain, btolthfallj
bladder, and ontlchea «,2«UMtS55 the blood. When overtoil# by «ffflr jrental or rhj.lcal the vreary foSdtbUluud tlnd it & reliable wuice ol renewed C1

r'SS}5r&iit» and Dealer* generally.
Irin^w o

?S JIAYFEVUH Jl^lliJ^Jt-l.Iiiat5P*''fc&tarThbavTT^I^icifpxullMjymp'omi.Kj8£,£L\ Ills attended by antn- PIESrwPfAM RRlV'i^tl men coudltionof the ti<I# * «ECrGl£l),n,«* niembr*neof tbf h,B&J^SJSES:^Wrtls, tear ducU&nd «

HHFinjthtailt« *ffcctIn«£ tbe A!^JluoRS An acrid mucua tfcKin/WS^S Mtvci. the «1U- wf nArrtttltH'a: £jS| charge ia -ccnmpinled "

» wtfSf&& w'tb a pufuful burningEe& / v.VftjH*ens-i'lon. Ihere are mk%/ ^KSbcveral rostra of ineex- t,IVI y r>-«>^ainR, frequent tttacks of ZlBCSPi .<<& Minding headache, a CD
Kute9r^',&'?Vo^«wstcry an<1 iDflimed c£/SvV' 1 "ate of the cjcs.

U1A.| ritK«3t ItiLW lt
rrec: 'diagnctis of I

i j*djj*»'eiad r*n be tferc&ded upon. It h«
jilntd *11 cntinble ri'Dnutlon wherever known, 6'.
dliplidng ill oiler reparation!. to

Not ;i l.iqui'l or Snuff.w
AprlT ty <he Cneer Into the nostril*. It will be P'

ibwted. »-ffecimlly ctanrinR the n**nl pn'sagw Bof wtirrbM vim*. causing healthy sscreuona- It wirfl'.ntnviiD, twite:* tbo ccmbjucal "

itolcaoftne head frcw additional cold*, com- re
pleteiyhMls the snre*aud rwtorfs tho tenser of Cittieiadna-li. 10cents at CO ceau by .emIL annplobo't'eby rrnll 10 cents.
)»1 PLY HHPS-. Drticg'K'* o^eco, N. Y. IOf

BAjT E85 S.U Sf,, Opp, Court (lease, CHICAGO, »
A r*;s!ar sradcate. CJ"Tho Otdc«tSpectnlt»t *

M't»t of .V«w York, wbww LIFS LUMl KXPKHISSCK, Uj>;rf»ct method ami pur* >n«dicines inaurc* Kl'EEDY »inj rcawv.NKST cCTu* of all I'ri*ati». Chronic and **><rtivii Atfuctioninf the ltl»«Ml,NUtn. 1}Khtaer*. IStmldcr, Ilrupflon*. L'lct>r», Oldftnre«,KwMltug »f the (HiimW, Wore Month, 1CThroat. Hone l'uln-, pvtjnaiitiuUj cured »ud hrvlicii'ii Inia ib« lor if#.
HC2VflMQ IM'Hiti/, lmpotenty, Semi- n(ibiiUvWU "ill Louses, Sexual Decay, 0Mental and Physical IVeahne*$, I'altinyMemory, IJVnfc Eyes, Stunteil Decelnjtmmf,Impcilinimts to Marrlaye, etc., »jfrom excesses or any cause, speedily, safelyflrifl privately Curat. tfOrYoung, Slid- ^
iffr-.lflrtl mid Old Jlen, and alt who nenlJ/dfiruf Skill and Krijcricnce, consult Dr.. dlUtent once. lliHopinwncosfanotiiinB. and mar IIHTifuiarv tuUeryand aharae. \Vn«j Inconvenient i,ta »i«it tb« city fur treatment, inedicinM can bo #ent»»«rr*b«# t,; mail or upr»*» Tree from <iliter- hration. jj«miMlf-«*nJontthfttat)li*»lclan whoP"» bn mIioI# attention to a claw ot di«ea»ea at- "

tnlot srent »Ultl, and phj*ici»na throughout th« ]Jeoaatrj-.XaowinjthK fr»mi»nt1:r rrcomniend dltTSculta«*» to ih» OUtct MpccluUot, bv tvhotn o*ery tlknotvn enad r. niotlv in u>od. ff^-Dr. Rata'a »J.ljc »s<t j:\p. rl. iicc m*V« l»i» opinion of «u« ,prrme lmi>t>rutn<-v. ajr-Thom who cnll »«« no acB«htiith«I)n<tor. Coninttntion* fr^f and «nct*c<UyCa"*«»bn;h liar* failed in obtaining tJttliot *l»«whnre. Kpociallr aolicltcil. Kcmalfl Di»- w«.«* tnatnt. Call or urll*. «» -
"

o to a i Sundij», lO to l\i. aa abore.̂

I
il!®!®® sIBEFOREVANDWAFTERI £Beciric Appliances art lent on 30 Ojji1 Trial. n10 HEN ONLY, YOUNQ OR OLD, bTTriiO are lutftrtn* from Smyoci Dkbiutv,>T Lost VttiLrtt. Lick or Skive Foacs axdTiooa,WiimaWs»«*ssBS,fcndaU tho»adtaeaaea gjof »Pi4io.*it SaTVBk rwatunif from Atvszs andOram ap^rdy relict and complete reato- Q»miOOOlHULTa.MOOltiinilMAMUOftOaUilUXTXra. (flTie gunilemt illKovory of the Nineteenth Cent»ty.Send at oace for llluitraUnl Pamphlet tn»e. Addresa aVOLTAIC BELT CO., MARSHALL, MICH. a].1- ,rnrw I

?§B PSI"Anakesis"01H M P. an tnlaitiiu curt tor Fur*.9h H \»Price $1. at druggists,or BtSB in n.e»eni prepaid fcrmail.Sample BtBBafinlUw1^ Ad^ANAKEStlS.'' ,B fctak33 bS'Viaicc.n.Uox^nc^t'pYor^. lcft U FF E RER gfova froa Yosthfnl Imprudence, can»inj vA""*v\ Ntrroua Debility. Mental anil 1'bjmi* XSaa« dlWmkap-j. Valuable lnfortnatloa wXfiBJJ furhome cure CV*©. UMilZJjt-tnro©- HM_%ar otntttUr. Ur.A.O.OIln.Boi .'li,Chic*<0 'Sjf

OPIOM^SSS .w I ?lVa7 1" 1hlm»cirnt Home quickly *tid tl
"-'umnrii*.., ado, »o.i.**raK»nu, kiten troa '4

£sf^U. KANE. A.M..Mai..«dW.UthKi-*j|
If FREE I !IPtaBLESHWllE, "

tvy. Ut prescription of on« of tbt tt
loow r^VUL. Z1 p-cuitsu In thaU.S,K'^.1 farib-cure of.Vrrtrou* vebllltu, v
biLjint f* V fatntramtm&ikecait. 6eu| 2*1«PU.oi,»icUtavclopc/>«e. Dru«l»ttcaaim;S,
. A4jrm DR. WAHD A CO.. louUiiai. Ma.

jjEftK, UHDEVELDPED: PARTS »

^M'ti-KIUIM nni»Y KM.AUC.KD, DKVKI#. . C
SCKft.sr,.: Vil'llKM'.H," Vac.. j.nn jSS5g^t?Tnn;,nourl..w. ln.rTu^ .©
r * *" 'i'»> tru-rw i. po»T»lenceul bum. 3

n
Unln* cmti-^rv. tlinaiiTgntonnrn

c'cr'"' lni»Ti..ir<l |>«ir»-'n» m>Y g» t li
cl"ng»i' mnicuUr* li» «ii>Uw»ing i'g^arr*... i;,'..'! v.-t.. vfcj>'

^
sa we ecnlUlly r«ommcn« t!

J&ry r«medy/Eur C»m|B ^5aJ| *flo»ntou»fe«Coaguhu:.» D
fig/I .01uays.X3 »i"ir.i««. rfi?yOc«ris(>..t 0H UVJ Wtfcjra icM coml-lcr. r

CfX t4t*Stricture. « lO.io.tln tttry cam) it CBS3 hasten MtiiUolcn. rfas, '

5gkCl3clan*U.J®Kar
'SoMbyDnifftftt*. '

^SSSE^ M r«ic« i.oo. p
M/UK A CO.. Awmta. *

If! r«» icaxcKa i» anc Housa, 148 FOR HEN
" IktUt.. WtiJKtat. waww I

BENCH AND PRESS.
Cbntmutd/rnt ttri^raq*.

Shed in the Wheeling Imtellioehceb ol
una I8tb, ISM, could be construed u a
onlempt ol thla Court, Dot publication inlie Grocnbtltr IndtpenJmt vu likewiseuch contempt.No proceeding* against Mr. Harlow (or
onlempt, however, nave been Instituted
rt or bj thii court, or bjr an]T of ita jaanre.
<one ol Ita Judgea liaie brought an actionI llbil against Mr. Hirlow, or made com'lalutupouthe criminal tide ol the courlaualcut him, although the judged ol thislonorable court and each ol them musthave
notn, and nspondent bellivia did
no*, ol there statements Irom a timeho tly niter their publlcallon. None ollieaaid j idgc-p, and no one lor them, baa
a in; iu*uner denied the charges ao made
jr Mr. Harlow and no retmctlon or quail.Hitionnf thnnn rKartttu Ilia '»«">

lade in any public manner or to thenowlcdge ot this respondent.
The utatflmfntn bo made by the GreenrierJndeper.dmt were brought to thenawledpo of Jacob B. Jackson, then Govrnorof the State ot West Virginia, ando;eph#. Miller, Auditor of the aald Stato,iuh of whom more than once asBented to

is troth of the utatementa ro made in this
wuect by the Greehbrier Independtnt.Tho will Jackfon and AlJJlur were, bywon of their official* uoeition, liable to
now, and rcwpot.dent believes they did
now, whether the raid etatementa of the
reenbrier Independent were true, andi:de from their oflicial position they are,id alwaya have been, men of good alandgand reputation.lteepondent reepectfnllv BnbmitB tbatii
leatatementB contained in the GreenrierIndependent were true, it waa the dutythe Wheeling Intelligences and ita cu*
are, publiahera and proprietors, includigita chief editar, on the 18ih day of
ine, 1834, and at all other time*, to makelblic those BtAtem<*ntp, and that on theIth day of June, 1884, they were, under
io circumatanccs hereinbefore stated, jusliedin believing the troth of thoee Btateenta.The faid editorial article waswed opou thoee statement*, referred to
leni, and wra known and nnderstood byrery one *ho read it to relate to those
atementj.
Respondent reapectfally Bnggeets that if
ly question is now made as to the troththose etatemente said B. F. Harlow,icob B. Jackson and Joseph S. Miller becamined as witnesses at the bar of this
>urt, or in such other mssner as may beaccordance with law and the practice oflis court, and that snch other evidence beken as may be pertinent and proper.Some time since the said Joseph S.liller was a candidate for the nomination
r Governor at the hands of the DemoaticState Convention, called to meet in
Wheeling on the 231 day of July, 18S4.
lbeeqaently, and about the 7th day of
ine, 1854, he wrote and published a letrdeclining to be such candidate.
Very Boon afterwards the said Millerreeented to this honorable court a peti-
on for a mandamus against T. H. Buc*
mnon, Aesessor for Brooke county, and
l efl'ort was made in his behalf to puBhlat proceeding to an early decision. It
as uoderstocd among the friends of Mr.filer's candidacy that that eflart wasiade in order that if the decision should
) favorable to the Auditor, Mr. Miller.ight Btill go before the convention as aiwlidate for semination as Governoriti hopes of success. For evidence of
lis respondent refers to the affidavit of T.Parsons, filed herewith.
At tho lime thiB Honorable Court grantlthe rale at the suit of eaid Miller, Audir.anil HraH tho *otni-n .u,.

... 1WIU1U xtaj luricuk,hich was but 6ir daya off, the Courtiblicly announced that the respondent,ucfcanucu, must be prepared to go onith the argument o( the matter npon the
tarn day, and caused the Clerk of this
ourt to 3j inform Mr. Buchannon by letr,which is herewith prcdaced and filed,hie proceeding upon the part of the Court
as unusual aa respondent is informed andslievee. The editors, publishers and prorietoraofthe Intelligencer were before
le 18th day of June, 13S4, informod of the
els Ji>st hereinbefore elated, except the
cistence of the letter irom the Clerk of
le Ccuri to Mr. Buchannon, but ditf not
len know what they have since learned,int the provision of law requiring the
sdfbaor to complete his books oy the let
ay of July, may have operated as a reason
)t each action of the Court, that fact not
avion been stated either in the public an«
ouncement of the Court, or in the letter
E ita Clerk.
"Uadtrsuch .circumstancss the editorialrticle complained of wis written and pubshed..It; is nottrue that it waa an attempt

) affect the decision of the Court in the
ise of Miller vs. Buchanan, or to intimiatethe Court into deciding against the
jiator. No editor, publisher or proprio>rof tho Intelligences had any interest
1 that case; none of them knew of its extencoonor before the iSii day of June;SS4, except he whom on that d3f waa
le chief editor of the paper. Too
ien chief editor supposed that the
eiiaion of the case might have a politicalBeet in tbedtate, but supposed, als5, thathkhever way itjwoa declded"the effect
ouid be such as he desired. If he bad anyreference in the matter from bis politicaland-point it was that the Court should
t cide in favor ef the Auditor.
The publication of the said editorial aretewaa not made with a view to-induce
u« pait.buiai ucoiaiuu uj tug i;uun, ur lu
lect in any way its determinatien of the
ise, and reepondent ia unable to see how
could be cou&trued by any one as being

> intended. In its publication there was no
itenlion to commit or express a contemptthe court, and no euch feeling wag enirtainedby the then publishers and ediitso( the biTKLLiQKKCKR. The date of the
abdication may have been untimely and
it bud been considered that the publicaonof the eaid article could be construed
y any one as an attempt to intimidate or
jflaence the court in the caae of Miller vs.
uchannou, no each article would have
eenpobliahed daring the pendency of that
Jsc. The fAct that,aucU caee was pendingmply aerved to bring to mind the Btateteniaof tfco Greenbrier Independent, the
eta mentioned by Mr. Pais ma and the
:tion of the court in awarding the rule
jaiubt Mr. Bccbannon, and so augReated
;« publication of the articlo complained
Wherefcrs this respondent reapectfullyibmita that the said rule against him to
>ow cause why he abould not be attached
r contempt ahouldbe discharged.

0. B. Hart.
W. P. Hubbard,
Jso. A. Hutchison,

Attorneys for Reapondent.
tate of Wcat Virginia, Ohio county, towit:
0. B. Hart, the reapondent named in the
iregoing answer, being duly aworn aaja,
lat the facta and allegations therein con*
lined are true, except ao far as they are
luttuii muien vj ua uyuu miunua-.iou, ana
iat bo far as they are therein stated to be
pon information ho believes them to be
xie. 0. B. Hart.
Taken, sworn and subscribed before me
its iS:h day of Jane, 1834.

J. R. Cottdzk,
to!ary Pablic in and for Ohio county,
West Virginia.

AflldnvUof T. J. PArKODn.
tale of West Virginia, Ohio £ounty,s.s.:
Pe-rEOtjallv appeared before me Joseph
I Paul), a Kotary Public in and foreaid
ounty, T. J. Parsons, who being daly
worn, toys on his solemn oatb:
I reside in Monndsville, Marshall counf,West Virginia, and am' an attorney at
iw.
On eomo day in the present month which
em unable to fix more definitely than

hat it was after the petition had been filed
>y Joseph 8. Miller, aaditor. in theb'u*
ireme Court of Appeals, ana before tho
*se was arRne.1, I was in ccmpany with
Jol. Robert White, of Wheeling, andL 8.
fewman; cf Marshall county, at the dinnertable of the Henratta House, In
dcnnrfcvillo. Both these gentlemen are
ireminent end active Democratic politi:ian5,and Col. White is a lawyer practic*
eg in Wheeling and a member of the
>ar cf the Court of Appeals.
I am a Republican. Tdese two gentlencnwere not then acquainted with

me, or il they knew m», did
not rccognlia ma.

_
On the occwlon

i nave mentioned these gentlemenconversed earnmly ahoat the political altoatlonIn Jh'a .State, ihelr lavorito candidates[or dltTfrent tlllceo and the chanceB
pi such ctndidaten lor bucccm. Both ofthem spoke warmly in favor of Joeeph 8.
t 1ST* n«w Auditor, u a candidate
lor too Democratic nomination for Governor,

Col. White laid to Mr, Newman that inth« afiessment order, which had been
?£ S y ft8 Aaditor, ihouid be held constitutionalby the Supreme Court of Appeal*,Mr. Miller would, notwithstandinghie previous letter of declination, be a canaidatebe/ore the D*mocratic8klatc Conventiontn hn hdM -Tnltr Oi l I f,-.. ..vm «.%« / feUJ UCAI, IU1 UUIUIUII'tion lor Governor, and wonld oetuccewfal.[In thnk connection Col. White eaid itwould be the object of Mr. Miller'® coon|eel in the mandamus case to push it to anearly decision, bccanee of the effect thatsuch a decision, it favorable to Mr. Miller,would have on hla candidacy before theconvention and on the general interestsof tho JJamocratic party. Towardsthe close of the conversationI took oart in it, and said that what Mr.Miller had done with regard to the aaaeesmentorder had been done in the interestof the Democratic party, and I didn't thinkit fair to shoulder on htm all the politicalconsequences of such order. This remark,I premimp, led Ool. White to suppose that ]I was a Ddraocrat, lor after dinner he ap«proached me and requested me to come to ]the Democratic Convention of Jaly 23d as
a delegate in favor of Mr. Miller. I informedhim tbiit I waa a Kepnblican. Hince ithat I have not heard Ool. White say any- 1
thing on the BDbject i[S:gned] T. J. Pabsons. t

tiabscrined and sworn to by the said T, eJ. Pateona before me, in my said county, c
this 27ih day of Jane. 1884. 1

JoaitrH R. Paull,Notary Public in and for Onio County, i
Tb« Court NotiUm tue Brooke County jAMoiior. lSupremo Court of Appeals, State of Wert jVirginia: c

Wheeling, June 0, 1884. \
i. xi. isuticanan, £ag,, Iftttiburf: (
Dear Sib:.In awarding the alternative Jwrit of mandamvi in the matter of the *

complaint of Auditor Miller against you, Jthe court states that it desires to have the *
case submitted for decision on next Friday, *

June 13. It will be necessary for you Jtherefore to prepare and ureaent youranswer at that time with such argument as L

you desire to make. I would suggest also Jthat yoti endorse upon the writ which is j:handed to you by the ciier of the court, Jeither that you have complied with the c
order therein contained, or that you have ..

dot done ao for reasons stated in the jjanawer whicti you file along with the writ |.tbat is, retnrn tho writ here on next Fri- !!day with endorsement referring to youranawer. I write to ssiure you that the icourt will not, unlees for very strong rea- Json, delay the hearing of the case beyond Jthe day named, and that it is therefore of ithe utmost importance that you be ready °
at that time. Youra very truly,0. s. Lono, Clerk.Judge Johnson.Do you wish to be £heard gentlemen, and if ao, when? JMr. Hubbard.! would say in answer to
the Inquiry of your honor, we certainly .dfsire to be heard. We are a little at sea h
as to "tha proper or usual practice in mat- °
ters of this sort. We had supposed that Jsome one would have been designated by ®
the Court to appear in behalf of the State. J*Judge Johnson.Not at all, not at all. Ifit is not clearly proper that theeo partiesshould be punished it will not be done. J,Mr. Hubbard.I mentioned ihat because 1
that matter might alfect the time as to .when it should be heard.Tn.1..o T~Y T> .*
vuvi&v mouuoju. luoro wui OS no argu- "

ment on the other aide. \Mr. Hubbard.We have not had time to 1
prepare ourselves for the argument of these ,ralea. * 1
The Court then fixed Tuesday,July 2Sih, J1884, as the time for hearing the arguments 1

of counsel.
HECO3D DAY IM COURT. t

Able ArgameatHofSir. tSabbnnt urn! Sir. 1
llutcbinsou ou tho Law Points. 1

On Monday, June 23, _
the court Bat to

hear argument and was addressed by tMeeera. Hutchinson and Hubbard. ]
Mr. UatcblQhon's Arjcnment.

Mr. Hutchinson opened for the defendants.He pointed out that if the provisionsof the statute relied upon in the answer of 1
the defendants were not binding upon thia 1
Court, they were not binding upon any of 1
the inferior courts, or upon justices of the i
peace, and that thia Court could not as- *
same the arbitrary and uncontrolled powerof punishing summarily for a constructive
contempt without at the same time admit« *
tinfc the existence ofsuch power in a jafitic?. \Mr. Hutchinson showed the difference J
between direct contempts, or those com- t
mitted in the face of tho court, and con- 3
structive' contempts, embracing publica- Jtions supposed to reflect upon the court, '
and called attention to the fact that, while 1
in England courta had punished BQch c®nBtruciivecontempts aummarily, yet that 1
even there no case for constructive con- '
icujpb mm icpuuca pnuc I'J mo American
Revolution, bo that it coald not be eaid 1
that the practice came to this country aa <
part of tho common law. In moat of the >
United States statutes have been enacted 1
divesting the courts of each power. Whar- I
ton's Criminal Pleading and Practice, sec- 2
tions 957-961. He also referred to the case y
of Story \e. Tho People, 7911L -15, as hold- a
ing that the court would not exercise these 1
common law powers aa to publications <
which do not obstruct courts in the exer- 1
ciseof their funclionp. t
Mr. Hutchinson quoted largely from tthe

proceedings upon the impeachment of t
Judge Pecfc, citing among the expressions s
of the distinguished men who took part in t
that trial, Mr. McDoffie, the eminent (
lawyer and statesman of South Corolina, s
said: "I am aware that it may be contend* i
ed, with sours show of plausibility, that to a
punish a contempt, by the process of at- t
tachment, is not the exercise of a criminal s
power, because it is exercised in England c
by the courts of common-pleas and chan- i
eery equally with the Court of Kind's c
Bench. Bat I humblyconceive,may it please 1
the coart, that each an argomsut is eacr{- t
ficingthe substance of the thing to the i
mere form of proceeding. A man is called t
up before a judge.a chancellor, if you c
please.upon a charge of being guilty of c
publishing a libel against the court, and a
without any of the forms of proceeding intendedto secure a fair and impartial trial s
to every citizen; without either the advan* J
tage of an indictment to apprize him of v
the offense alleged against him, or a jury to u
secure bim from the excited vengeance s
of tfie offended chancellor, he iapronounc- t<
ed guiltv of a false and malicious (i
libel, ana subjected to as high a pun* b
ishment, nay, to a higher punishment fi
than could be legally inflicted by a fi
court of general criminal jurisdiction, J
after a Eolemn*trial and conviction by an C
imnartial iorv of hia Deera. And vat an- h
cording to the argument I am answering, (
though acitizsn fa thus pronoanced guiltv i
of an infamous ctTanse, and punished with I
the utmost severity of the law, it ia no aasumptionof criminal power by the court, t
for the very extraordinary reason, that the t
sentence has been pronounced, and the \

punishment inflicted, without the forms of 1
a trial, and by a court which is not in* t
vested witu a general jurisdiction to try C
and punish offencetl Such an argument ^
as tbia, addressed by a judge to a citizen t
who should complain 01 the exercise of £
usurped power, would be the most outrageousmockerv by which judicial tyranny f
conld add ineult to the injury inflicted. (

The power tofcuniah libels aa for c
contempts is not only a criminal power, c
but a criminal power more dangerous to \public liberty than any that has ever been
exercised by our courts of justice; and is, t
therefore, the very last of the criminal l
powers which the courts of tho United jStates should assume to exercise on the <
authority of tho common law of England."With regard to the inherent power of
courts to punish for contempt, Mr. Mc«
Duffeesaid: i
"The administration of justice must be

actually obstructed. It will not do to
rely upon a mere constructive interference,impeding the course of justiceby some far-
fetched implication, X am aware that cej-

tain notions ol Judicial prerogative hav
been imperceptibly Introduced Into thl
country, irom the loose phruee in the etc
mentery boolcB ol English common law
and in the opinions ol English judge); amthat our Jadgen and lawyers have, In thli
manner, bccome imbued with principle!which are utterly Incompatible with ever;just conception ot liberty. Then
is hardly any latitude ,oI llcentiousnenwhich it were not better to indulge, in can
vaeslng the condact ot public men, than tc
run the hittrd ol restricting the liberty ol
dlecunloa and the freedom ol the prretnnder the color ol restraining its abuse."
Mr.Bachtnan, afterwards President olthe United States, in the same cree eaid:
"The Constitution and the laws ol the

several BtatWhave conferred upon juries,under the advice ol tbo Court, tho trial ol
the crime ol libel. A jury is the only tribunalto which the liberty of the press can
be safely entrusted. To allow tbo jndtclaryto dispense with this tribunal whentverany publication jaa been made affectingthe dignity or the official conduct of a
judge, is to creste a privileged cits! of men
in the Btate whose will is law, and who are
lot only judges in their own cause of the
guilt ol the accused, but alio ol the extentif his punishment. Such a power, eo far
is it goes, partakes of the very eesence and
anknees of despotism."Amfttlff tha Aral stalnta*

.a .« ..U> UI..iukd UU.UID nui'jc^k
fas (hat passed by Congress iimitiDg the
>ower ol courts to summarily punish for
lontempts to cases of misbehavior in the
>reseuce of the court, or on the part of its
jfficere, and to disobedience of its orders.
The statutes pamed in the several Statesesemble this, among; them the statute ofVest Virginia, referred to in the answer,phich baa been in force in Virginia and in

bis State ever since 1831. The Virginiatatnte was held valid aud binding in the
aae of the Commonwealth *s. Ddskcng 4
iSigb 6S5.
The .defendants relied upon the provis-1Dns of the State bill of rignts, that no peronshall be deprived of life, 1 birty or

iroperty without due process of law, andhe judgment of his peers, (Constitution,krtiule III, Section 10), and that trials oi
rimes and misdemeanors, unices herein
irovided, shall be by a jury of twelve men,Section 14); that ail powers are vested in,nd are consequently derived from the
eopie. Magistrates are their trustees and
ervants, and at all times amenable to
bem. (Section 2).. The Constitution,uTticle VI, Section 39, gives the Legislatepower to provide by general law for
?gulating the practice in the several
ourts of josticc, a provision which, if any
as needed, would warrant the LacialiUnro
3 enacting, Section 27 of Otiapter 147 of
10 Code, being the statute set out in theefendants' answer.
The Supreme Court of Appoala is eatabshedby the constitution and has only suchiriadiction aa by the constitution is consrredupon it. It is not a court known to
la common law and has no common lawiriadiction. Exparte Ballman, 4 branch
2; expaite Hardy, 08 Alabama 303; State
a. Woolev, 11 Baab; Whittem va State, 36
adiana 19(3; 1 W. A M. 440; 5 Caldwell26, «xparte iiickey 4 S. A M. 336; Peoplea. Vatea, 6Johnson.
Proceedings to punish for contempt areriminal in tneir nature. 9 Watts 431, 42California 412; Wheeling va. B. <fc 0. K.RloM 13 Grate. 40, and other casea.Will the court declare the provisions of

3.e code in conflict wi h the constitution?action 31 of ttie same statute providesunishmem foran offense of this nature asmisdemeanor. These proceedings cannly be maintained by considerirg thatjction unconstitutional.
The people reserved the right to legislaten this subject when they declared magis;ates amenable to them.
An act cannot be declared void simplyecause it conflicts with what the court
lay suppose to ba the spirit prevailing in
ie constitution..Cooley on Constitutional.imitations.
The inherent right of courts to punish>r contempts exists only in cases of actual
ontempt, for it is in only on such casestiat the former is necessaryThepower to punish for contempt is anlogonsto the right of eelf-defenee. It is
d be exercised only in self protection, andeither a court nor an individual has theight to go further than is necessary to do3cdhimself.
Mr. Hutchinson closed his argument byn appropriate quotation from JD/. Leber's'olitical Eihics, relating to the inde-1lendence of the judiciary. j

Mr. HnbbarU'o Argument.
Mr. Hubbard followed for the defend-1

,nts. He insisted that the rule was imirovidentlyawarded because it was notounded on aOldavit. He cited as cases inrhich an affidavit had been held necesaryBates' case, 55 N. H. 325; In re JudsouBlatch 24S; 10 8. C 25; 30 Ind.lG6;13Nebraska 451; 63 N. C. 365 and Burn's caS91Wheat 529, and challenged the produc-,
iwuwi * .uuuirary.ueciBion oi any courtI the matter complained of took place inhe presence of the court, no affidavit web
leeded, bat for example, bow conld the
aurt know judicially, or in what method
cnown to the law had it learned that 0. B.1
lart wsb chief editor of thelt.ntklligk.ncek?Mr. Hubbard further claimed that the
nle was improridently awarded because
here waa no charge that defendants bad
tubliahed the article complained of, this
troceeding is criminal in itd nature, 13
iratt40. The Bamo degree of certainty is
equired as in a criminal prosecution, 13
?eb. 445, 1L Bash (Ky.) 90. It was expresslyHeld in er .parte Ireland 38 Tex.
44, that the proceedings were bad for
pant of a direct averment that the defend*

ts bad published the obnoxious article,
lere there is no euch averment, and not
ven an averment that they were the pubiBheraoreditors of the Iktelugksieb at
be time the article was published,
Procaeding to the discussion of the statitelimiting the powers of courts with re*
ard to contempts, Mr. Hubbard arguedhat the etatute waa well and wisely drawn.
Inly euch p.-were are inherent in a court
s are necessary to the undisturbed admin*
jtration of justice by it. All these powers
re eaved to the courts by the statute; and
he Legislature very wisely limited the
mount of punishment in the first class of
ases mentioned in the statute, for it waa
i that class that the personal resentments
f Judges would most likely be found.
l11 powers not neceesary are taken away
y the statute. This, however, does not
jterfere with the punishment of con*
?mpts after conviction upon indictment,
r with the power of the courtB to bind
ver the accused to keep the peace or to
newer an indictment
There ifl but one case holding invalid
ach a statute as ours, Morrill's case 16
irkaneas, and in that case no punishment
as inflicted, the Oonrt having taken eix
lontha to c«ol off On the o* her hand such
;atutea have been held valid and Oonsti*
itional by the courts of North Carolina,J5 N. 0. 353); Iowa, (6 Iowa 245); TenneB*e,(5 Cold 221); Florida. (II Fia. 174);Iteslppi, (4 8. & M. 751); Illinois, (3
cammon 395); California, (42 Cal. 412);Few York, (5 Hun 317); Pennsylvania, (1rrant'a cases 353); Connecticut, (Middlerook'scase 43 Coan ); the United States,
L Kent'e Com. 301; 1 Wall, Jr., 1 and 12
km. Dee. ISO note); end Virginia, (4.sigh 0S5)
8uppose all these courts were wrong and
ae Atkansai Court right, still in view of
he law thus settled in all these States
hat becomes of the argument of necessity,.'he power to punish for constructive consmptcannot be necessary when in a
ozeil leading States, the courts get alongrithontit, and the administration of jusIceis at least as much respected in those
tates aa in Arkansas.
To punish summarily for contempt is
aruiuuen ay -ari iu, oecilOQ 1U Ol the
Jonstitution, under which no one can be
leprived of life liberty or property without
lue process ol law and the judgment of hia
leers.
Mr. Hubbard next inquired, what is

he gravamen of the charge here? Is it|hat tho editorial was iuaulting to the
edges or that it was an attempt to inflancethe determination ol a pending case?
If the former, this is not the propernethod of puniehment. The judges can*

j»t convince the public that the penishnentis not dictated by paaaion. Let* the
aroceeding be bv indictment or civil Bnit,shere there can be crocs examination.
.There is no necessity for thia proceeding.Che power to punish for contempts is pre*
jemtw not vindicative, It is like the

b right of an individual in ielidsfsnse, He
a may make himself sale. Having done so,

he can not proceed to punish hliadversary.
, II the power to punish lor constructive
1 contempte ia neecssary to the judiciary,
i why Is-it not neceesary to the necutlvo 7
j This court has recently held In ths aaseeprment case that the Governor la vested with
i gtmii Judicial functions. When he exericised them with respect to lha dutyoi assessors, there was a Iree expression of
i opinion by newspapers and people, and
eome o! it might be construed Into conitempt of the Governor, lot it wi« unre.
strained In language and directly conn:selled the aseeeson to dlaoboy the Govsrnor.Who supposed It was necetsarythat the Governor should have power to
punish lor contempt in order that his officialduties might be performed 7

Will It increase the respect due Judicialtribunals to see a jadgeatonce informer,
prosecuting attorney, committing msglstrate,grand jury, judge and pstlt jury in
bis own care, when the courts aro open to
*«u(CT» uujr niuuK iu iug uiuiunry iubuuoi,And their doora are high enough to admit
judgea who have been injared.Supposoacourtehonlu proceed to punishfor a publication, and then a pioaecutionfor libel should be instituted upon the
same publication, in which a jury should
be sworn, and that upon their oaths theyshould Buy the defendants bad told the
truth.that their criticisms were just.thattheir,publication was mado with good motiffs'and(astidable ends, would Jnot the
filiation of such a court aa well as of the
defendants be unenviable?

It tnay be said that the popular opinionwhich will be entertained of such a procetdingaa this is not to be considered. If
that be sr>( the argument must be abandonedwhich seeks to suetain this proceeding,because the publication was calculated to
impair public confidence in the integrityof theOoutt, and because this proceedingis intended to restore and maintain that
confidence. Popular confidence la bat anotherword for popular opinion. What that
opliionhas been of such a proceeding as
this ia easilv ascertained from the fact
that statutes limiting the power have been
passed in altnoet all the titatra. In. some
of them the execciee of this ^arbitrary
power by the judges has led to their im-
peachment. in Paatmore's case the
Supremo Court of Pennsylvania punished
summarily a person who had posied in a
coffee house a placard relating to their pro- i
ceedinga. For this act the three judges of <
that court were impeached, more than t
three-fourths of the lower house voting for ]
it, and were found guilty by more than a i
majority of the Senate, but escaped be- <
cause there was not a tbree-fonrtbe vote <
against them. And there followed at once t
»l« PjnHnl>lt»«U nnfc .1 1 OAA 1
tuuivuUD/HIIUla Obll Ui iOUJ JUIUiUUlUgthe summary punishment of constructive
contempts.
When theJDred Scott decision was made

by the Supreme Court ol the United States,Abraham Lincoln, a member of the bar of
that court,* attacked the decision in a moat
bitter speech, bat the Court if mistaken in
the decision made no mifltake in failing lo
at'ash Mr. Lincoln for contempt If they
had puniahed him for what he said, would
their act have been calculated to maintain
or increase public confidence in the Court?

If this proceeding is supposed to be
maintainable because the publication can
be construed aa an attempt to inflaenco the
dtciBion of the court, the defendant is en1titled to be discharged, for he has purgedhimself by his answc-r and disclaimed anyintent to commit or eipresa contempt of
the court. The question in this respectbeing one of intent, the defendant must be
tried by his own answer. In re Walker 82,N. C. 85; Wells' case 21 Gratt 595; Ex parteMoore 03 N. C-; Ex parts Biggs 64 N. 0;Morrill's case 16 Arkansas.

It has been suggested that the answer
might be considered aa an aggravation.This wfb, of course, not so intended, and
cannot be bo construed. It was only just
to both the coort and the defendants that
the court should be able to see and understandall the circumstances under which
the publication wes made as they were
seen and understood by those who made
the publication.

;tue cask I>I:CID£D. J
JndxoJohDHon Delivers a Leoglbj Oplo- t
Inn andJodKcQroen Plu«x for Prlion, ]
The following 5b the syllabus and abstract

of the opinion as delivered by Judge Johnson:
Bjrllnbnff.

First.When a contempt is not committedin open court the usual course is to
iE3ue a rule to show cause why an attachmentfihould not inue, though the attachmentsometimes irsues in the first instance.
Sic^ndr-Such rnle is usually baied, in

caees of constructive contempt, on an affidavitor other sworn statement of the facts
constituting tho alleged contempt, but this
is not always essential. The court may on
its own information or on the unsworn
statement of a member of the bar, in cases
where the facie are clear and unmistakable,such as contemptuous publications in a
newspaper.
Third.When the rule has issued on an

unsworn statement of a counsel, though it
may be defective in form or substance, yet
u ine ueienuant appears ana answers, ad- ;
mitting facte aafficient to constitute the joffense alleged against him, tho Conrt will
not regart objections to the proceedings /or :
the want of an affidavit or sworn statement,
oron account of defects in the role, thoughthe objection ia made in his answer. :
,j Fourth.The Supreme Court of Appealsof thie State haa the constitutional power Jto punish as for cinternpt the publication :
of a libel on the court or the judges there- [of, acting in their judicial capacity, madeduring the term of the court, with refer- #

erence to a-ctsathen pending and unde- ;cided. JFifth.Thfa power to summarily punish Jcontempt ia inherent in all constitutional Jcourts, springing into existence upon their
creation, as a necessary incident to the ex- *

ercise of the poweis conferred upon them, ?
and applies es weil to constructive as di- :
rect contempts. JSixth.The act of the Virginia Legisla- Jture of 1831, in reference to puishment for Jcontempt of court, which has been banded
down through successive codes, and is now
found in Chapler'147 of the Acjb of this j

State, was not intended and does not ap*ply to the Supreme Court of Appeals. J:Seventh.In this State the power of the j*Supreme Court of Appeals to punish sum- P
marily both direct and constructive con- jjtempts is the same ai it existed at common Jjlaw. *

Eighth.A publication in a newspaper }in the city where the Supreme Court of .

Appeaia ia Bitung, wuti reiereoce to a c«ae ®

then pending and undetermined, chargingthree of the four Judges of the Court with £attending a political caucusmore than a year ®

before, and advising the action out of Jwhich the case arose, and promising the Jcaucua to hold its action legal and proper, Jand charging the Court with agreeing to de- £cide tho case before an approaching politi- {]cal convention, for political purpose, ia a
contempt of eaid Court which it may aum-
marily puniab. *

The OpluloD. c
We are well aware that the trust repcaed g

in ua to protect the people'a court from o
degradation, is delicate as well as sacred, p
The power claimed, it iB eaid, ia arbitrary c!
and liable to abase. That ia no reason p
why the power should not exiet and be re- li
posed somewhere, and the few caaea in o
which it h&B been uted in a century shows fi
it ia notnnBife'in thehanda of the courts, ii
It ia well eatabli?bed by the authoritiea n
that the power ia inherent in courts of 1
jiBticeto punish constructive aa well as d
direct contempts, and in thia country, pwherothe courts are*in the divieiona of fi
power by the Constitutions of the peveral d
States, constituted a Beparate and distinct d
department of government, clothed with a
jumdiction'and not expresely limited by l
the ConBtitution in their powers to nnnish v

for contempt, the inherent power that ie t
thna necessarily granted them cannot be c
taken away by the letrielative department s
of the Gavernment. Courts will c
tolerate the regulation of the power so that i
the Legislature doea not by euch regula- c
tion virtually destroy the efficiency of the 1
Court. It moa: have joet enough power, t
and will exercise it for its own protection, i
and it wanta and demands no more. And <
of the qneetion whether the Legialature in
its regulation has left eufficient
power for the purpose, the court
which Is called to exercise it
must be the exclusive judge, unless its

Judgment tnty be reviewed, and In tbit
com' the ikort ol last matt would be the
exclusive Judge. There Is do depositionIn tbe Oonrt to desire »n exercise ol this
power, and It will not bo exercised nnlees
there la a ueciesllyfor it When n judgeretnember.i that he he* no right to avengeIn this manner individual wrongs; bat an
injury to the Court, the people's Court, it
becomes a matter of stern and Inflexible
duty, 'mm the periormance oi which underhis official oath ha dare not shrink,
For he well knows that as the ermine was
ipotlesi when be pat it on the people expecthim to leave It > untarnished lor his
succeesor. We have been consideringwhether the legislature hid the right to
limit the pow«r ol Courts created by con

lllttllnnaT» I. ,tl<r.. #1 tW.t.
iu»»un A* 10 lutj iiimism m will

power over courla of their owe creation.
[ Fho Court here considers the beating ol

the act ol ltjlll on this cue, and held that
at the time It was pused, the Conrta ol
Virginia existed by virtue ol leglelatlve enactment,anil wero therefore subject to
legislative control. Judge Wooes preSaredthis part ol tho opinion. Jndgoohteon then continues 0That statute that haa been handed down
and ia now In our Code under the chantedcondition of the Slate government, mightbo constitutional now as to the Circuit
Courts, aa nnder the principle before announcedit might be deemed a regulationoNbo power of courts In their punishmentfor contempts, aa it leaves power totheCi'Cult Courts by indictments undertheir own supervision to punish constrac-tiro contempts of the character we are
considering. Whether euch power, under
tbe Code, la sufficient for the protection ofsaid court! we will not now determine,leaving that queatlon to be decided when
we are required to do ea. Neither Is it
ne:eeurt to decide whetber tbe Leglsla-tnrn flftwm Itmtt. *Mo »«"-»

to punish for constructive contempt, aa to j
us it is evident it has not intended to do t
bo. We would not nt>on settled principles i
decide an act of the Legislature to be un- 1
constitutional unless it were necessary, c
rhe whole scope of the statute Bhowa that t
it was intended to apply to inferior courts, e
and not to the Supreme Court of Appeals. (
rhe 28'ii Bection provides for the punishmentof direct contempts without a jury, t
io that the flue shall not exceed $50 and J
'tie imprisonment more tban ten days; t
'but," it further provides, "the court may jin any each a case impanel a jary (with- o
>ut an indictment or any formal pleadings) a
o ascertain the line or imprisonment a
jroper to be icflicted, and may give judg- ti
nent according to tbo verdict." This court ti
cannot impanel a jury. It has no ma- pihinery to cairv out the requirements ofhe statute, and therefore it is clear to us
hat the Legislature did not intend it to
ipply to this const. Thia court, then, has J
he unrestricted power,'uncontrolled and a

mregulated by statute, to puci3h by fine a
>r imprisonment, cr both, direct and con- 9
tructive contempts. lJ
Is the publication complained of here a 0

iontempt of this Conrt7 It Beems to us P
bat the hocks do not furnish a clearer con* e
empu it is a contempt, because it chargeshree of the judges ot this conrt, acting in *
heir judicial capacity, with an ofienae r'

?hicb, if true, in just grounds of impeach- a
nenf, with an cllanse calculated to degradehe Court, and destroy all confidence of the 1]>eople therein. If to charge three of the ®;udgea of this Court to have attended a po- Jiticul caucus and advised a certain action
>y the caucus, coupled with the promise tohe caucuB made that aa a court they «

fonld sustain that action, and then in pur- Juance ot that pledge, made to the caucus
Qore than a year ago, the same judges as a n
ourt were about to decide the C3se then fl'
tefore them as the caucus deeired, is not a P
ontempt, then it seems to us that nothing D
ronld constitute a contempt. If to charge d
court, or a majority of it, of having proa- o
ituted their high and sacred trust to base jtlolitical purpose?, is not a contempt, then
re may truly say that such a thing does J
tot exist. The article on its face Rhowp, e1
uoreover, that it-was intended to influence a
be decision of the court in the cause to A
rhich reference is therein made, and which
vaa then pending, or to prevent the court '<
Tom deciding it at the present term, n
[bat it had no such effect is not ma- tl
final, pn far an rmntomnf in "
r.t first save, "The campaign ifl ebaping d
taelf. It leaks out that the Supreme Court *
>f Appeals is to be brought to tbe rescae A
n a decision affirming the unconetitution- c
ility of the exemption act, and declaring c
:he supplemental aeeefament order to be
awful and right This is, in (fleet, what fi
*as promised by tbe three Supreme Court judgea to the Democratic caucus before the u
jrder was iesued." Again, "Three out of t
our jadges of the Supreme Court told the fi
Democratic caucus more then a year a'go *
:o go afcead and rely on the backing of the ®
:ourt" This is a charge of infamy against Phe court. Bat it is farther charged that tj
be decision should be hastened by the P
;ourt against the interests of one of the ti
candidates for nomination for Governor, fi
bus again charging the court of using its
>ower for political purposee. Then comes
he clause the manifest intent ol which was
o compel tbe court to decide against its
convictions or not now decide at all, and n
charging it with being capable of deciding
k caee, not from its convictions, but as rev- gcnue or political desires might dictate. In
svery aspect of the caee the publication is
clearly a contempt of thia court
Can such a publication be palliated or ®

xcueed? Far be it from ub to take awaybe liberty ol the prces or to the slightest ^legree interfere with its rights. The good ^if society and of government demands
hat the largest liberty shoald be accorded
he prees, which is a power and an engine Q>f great good. Bat the press iteelf will not b
or a moment tolerate euch licentiousness pa is exhibited Jn said editorial. The prees E
a interested in the parity of the courts, &
nd if it bad no respect for tbe judges on
he bench it should respect the court, for
iter the judgeB who now fill the bench are
nly remembered in tbe decisions they X
tave rendered, the court still remains; it
lever diet-; it is the people's court, and the
rees as the champion of the people's bi
ights is interested in preserving the repectdue to the conrt
Have the defendants purged thomselves to

f the contempt? Tht^ defendant Frew
ieclaims all-knowledge of the pendency of »
ae suit or that the article wan nnblinhod St
util ho read it in the paper. We think 01
e cannot be entirely acquitted, bat that *
e should enffer a slight pnoiehmenf. He 01
bonld not allow the paper oiwhich he is the h
abliaher to indulge in each libelous edi- 1'
jriale. The defendant Hart stands on dil- 1
irent gronnd. His answer is a great egravationof his contempt. He does not
xprees the slightest regret for his act, nor jc
gee he exhibit a particle of regard fer U
ood order or indicate in any degree ap- «'
recittion of those great principles that lie
t the foundation of good government. Byis answer he seems to regard the highest 8'
oart of the State as a proper subject of
ibel provided he can by each libelous puhicationsgaina political advantage. He
eema to forget that it fa the conrt of the
rhole people, and can only have their re- bi
pect as long re it Holds their
jnfidence. So iar from exprefflingany reret,he attempts to justify himself by antherpublication, in another pap*r, which af
ablication, he said, led him to believe the le
barge was time, and he felt it bia duty to Ti
ublish it. And ho gays if this article was Jbelous, bo waa that; and further, that one b*
f the jnd#es ol this court was an iatimate ®Jtend of the editor of the otber paper, liv- ^
ig in the same town, and the court had q,
ot denied tho truth of that .statement nhe court had not denied i t? The court
oeB not deny any charge made in the pa*
erB in reference to it It can only deny a
belous charge in one way, and that it has ol
one in this case in the only way it ever pi
enies euch a charge. Beside*, it is very y<
pparent that tbia article published on the 1°
8th of June is very different from that
rhich purports to have been taken from
he Greenbrier Independent, It is not even t,ibarged that the Greenorier Independent aid"three of the judges attended a Demo«
iratic caucus, advised its action and prom- v

sed as a court to back it," and that the 2
:ourt was now about to keep its promise. ^Che answer is a very reckless one, and af- r
,er all that the defendant swears tnat "in
its publication there was no intention to J:ommit or express a contempt of the *

court, and no sach feeling was entertained #

by the then publishers and editor of the
Intelligencer,"

It will not be accepted as reason for disjharginga rule to show cause why the a

defendant should no! be attached lot publishinga libel on the court In a newepaper,that the respondent itfhisanswerdlwUlms
any intention to commit or express a contempttor the conrt The meaning and Intentot the defendant must be determinedby a fair interpretation o( the languageused by him in the libelous article.Aa a further excuse he sa;s that thoconrt announced at the time the alternativewrit laaotd in themandamui cue, that thereapondent must be ready to proceed withthe cue on the return day and directedthe clerk to it Inform the defendant;and that he did not, at the time tbe articleWW published, know that the law requiredthe aeaetiora' books to be returned beforethe flrat ot July, lie must hare knownwhen the article wsa published that thecourt had given the res|>ondont six dayslor preparation alter tho return day of thewrit. Hesays tho court did not announceIts reason for the neceeslty of having tho
cage decided with dispatch. This all showshow ready the defendant was to do thecourt Injustice. Did he have tho properrespect for the comt, he would supposethey bad rood reasons for their judicialaction, end it is not necessary at all timesto live them. ITbero Is nothing In said Hart's answer tto palliate his offense, but it'ls aggravatedInstead. This la a cue in which the Courtwould be justified In both fining and im-prisoning 0. IS. Hart. Tbo contempt Is ofthe most aggravated character. The booksfall to show one that la any more bo. But
s majority of the Court is of opinion that ,the ends of public justice will be attainedIn this cats by tbe imposition ot a fine,for more than a century so far as I kuow rin Virginia but one case of constructive i
.uuicjijpi ia ronnu in tee reports, end none e
u this State until now. And it la sincerely o
aoped tbat another centennial will arrive Fbefore the necessity again presents itself. ®
ta this is the first cise ol this character in 1
his State we dislike to be severe. Wevould gladly discharge the role il we conld.:t never woald have issued had we dared Jonaultour feelings in the matter. It ishe unanimous opinion of the Court that c,in attachment ieaae sgainstJohn Frew andJ. B. Hart, returnable forthwith.[From the portion of this opinion relative no the proper penalty to be assessed, nadge Green dissented, and readanopin- Bon in which he annonnced that in his r;adgment the defendants should be impris*ned, and that the coansel for the defend*nta had also committed contempt in 4lieging in the answer statements which pbey must have known to be false, and he Ubought counsel should .also have been sioniibed for contempt.] .ti

The Horal Lecture.
Mr. Frew and Mr. Hart being in Court,adge Johneon said: Yen, John Frew Pnd C. B. Hart, are before this Court nnd»r
u attachment tar contempt in conae- ^uenca of an article relating to a cause in £His Court, and published in a newspaper pf which you and A. W. Campbell are tho pablishers, and yoa, C. B. Hart, are the aditor-in-chicf.
In the opinion delivered by this Court

re have,said all that we dreire to say inpgard to the character of the publication J[nd the injury which such publications 0?nd to cause to the administration ofistice. It was tkero held that yonr answer vbowed no reason why an attachmenttiould not issue. It now only remains to
noose on you a penalty for ths offense. vIt is in the power of this Court to punish Ba this summary way such constructive Bjantempts aa thatof which you have been gj>und Ruilty, both by lae and imprison- *

lent. We have no desire to inflict a j.ivere i>en&lty. Our object will be accomlishedif we show to you that the law will
6t tolerate publications the direct tenencyofwhich is to degrade, influence andbstruct courts in their administration of JlBtice.
We are not unmindful of the fact that
ou, John Frew, did not know that suchditorial article was to be published until gIter its publication, and will therefore in* c<ict upon you a nominal fine. di
x»u». »iiu joa, u. u. iiarf, the case is dif* csrent, because in your anBW«r, whilo ad- i)aitting that you were the chief editor of Uhe paper and inserted said editorial there ^o, yon attempt to justify yourself% in a ^
mannerwhich aggravates your offense, and 7"
?e shall impcae upon yon as moderate a ?ine aa the circumBtances will allow, as we qannot believe that you will in the futureoromit a similar offense. bYon,John Frew, are adjudged to pay a
ine of $25, and yon, 0. B. Hart, are adadgedto pay a fine of $300, into the treaa- 0
ry of the State. You are also adjudgedo pay the coata of tbia proceeding. The ,}ines will be paid to the clerk of this court, 7hoia directed immediately to pay theame into the treasury of this State, and
rocure the receipt of the proper officerhere/or, which he shall file with tbe paerain this case. The 8heriff will holdbe respondents in his custody until thenee and ccsts are paid to the clerfc.

Don't Die In the Home.
"Rough on Rata" clears ont rats, mice,Dachta, bed-buga. fiiea, ante, molea, cniplanfca,gophera, 15s.
Stbekz'b Genuine Wax Boap will notcolcrhe clothes yellowish.

Dr. Frasler'a boot Bitten.Frezicr'e Koot Bitters are not a dram ahopaverage, but are strictly medicinal in everyThey act strongly upon the Liver andlidneys, keep the bowels open and regular,leanae the blood and system of every impn:,ty.Bold by druggists. $100.
Da. TUirm'ii Viol"

The greatest blessing that has been diaoovredin thia generation. A sure care lor Boils,
urns, Sores, Outa. Flesh Wounds, Bore Niplea,Hard and Bolt Coma, Chapped Lips andfanda, Pimples snd Blotches. Price Wto.aid by Druggists.

Feazitr Medicine, Co., Prop's.,Cleveland, Ohio.Wholesale Agemts: Lcoak ACo., Wheelinp,r. Va., and J. O. Dkht «fc Co., Bridgeport,hio. b&w
"Thx Want" 8oap ia the blggsst of all, theeat five cent bars.
"Wk haven'theard yet," said the editor, .

eking up from hia shears and paate.But 1 didn't come to inquirehow the Salvan-Mitchellfijht came out," was the re>onae,aa the weary Something aatdown U
a a a waste basket "Well, what in the tnorld are you, then?" "Me? oh, I'm u:
aly a poor, tired out Solicitude, and I J|ave been'aittln^ up nights with a Boeton th^dependent watching the Democrats..'rcy Telegram. ^

. tnAlmost every person haa aomo form ol jjjirofulons poison latent in his veins. When ^lis developa in acrofuloua aorea, ulcers or faoptions, or takea the fo»m of rheumatism, u
organic diseaaea, the suffering that enauen
terrible beyond description. Hence the
atitudecf those who discover, u thousands
>arly do, that Ayer'a Barsaparilla will thorighjyeradicate this evil from the system. t>i

VkTf UC
b3"Thx Want" Soap ia the biggest of all, the cm

»t five cent bars.

Hut F.ver. t0

For twenty five vean I b««n
II cted with Hay Fever. Whllfr l wassu:-
ring intensely I was induced, throaeh Mr. h"ichenor's testimonial, to try Ely's Craam
aim. The effect was marvellous. It ena- |]ed me to perform my pastoral duties withitthe slightest Inconvenience, and I have U
caped a return attack. I pronounce Ely's
ream Balm a cure for Hay fever..Wm. T. be
ibb, Pretbyter'aa Ptstor, EJixibeth, N. J.
otal'qaid nor a snuff. ttbiaw ^

A Fulr Oiler. 71
The VoltfilcBeltCompmiy, Marshall,Mi5h., V
ler to send Dr. Dye's Voltaic Belt and Ap-liancea on trial, for thirty days, to men, 1
jung or old, afflicfed with nervous debility, i
tt vitality, atd kindred troubl-s. rSee advertisement In this paper, rrhuw
Stbckz's Genuine Wax Soap will not color
ie clothes yellowish.
"Look here, waiter!" cried Crimeon-

e&k,who was stopping for a few dayo at
loney Island ''this haul la not no good
b what I got here laat eummer 1" "I don't
68 why." replied the waiter in eome but*
risr; "it's the same ham, sir!" Grimonbeakleavea without partaking, and
Fonderine why he didn't think ol that be-

are..Yonkert SiaUman.
J

Torpid Uver,
Night sweats, fever, chills, malaria, dyspepia, cured by "Wella' Healtn Benewer," $1

Pateal Mullet*.,
a rale, have ihe reputation of imposingon the cxednllty of the public in the ship* ofadroitly concootwl advertisement?, and otb»rdevices to oatch tho rye of thee* who are utfTerinp.Bat no desire to My that Bwift'iBpecifio (3, & a) Is adcclded exception tothis rate The remedy is raanufictured inAtlanta, Qi.;and in our treatise on Bloodand Skin dleea*ej we give the endorsement ofmany of the prominent people of our ciiy andtitate. It ii true we are spending a Jargeamount In advertising, for we think it ourduty to humanity to do so. Tbe wonderfuldevelopment In the treatment of Oacoeralone, would make it our duty to have itknown to erery sufferer In (he world. Wehave medical effleu for free Cor>u'.t*tion atNo. 109 W. Twenty-third street, N. Y., 1205Obtain** street, Philadelphia, and at thehomo office.

Treaties on Blood and Skin diseases mailedtree.
Tux Swirr £p«jir:a Co, Drawer 9, Atlanta,Ga ,159 r.. 25J Bt., N. Y. and 120S Chestnutit, Phila.

t

Tlic Totttmuny ofn Pbiilelsu.James Beecher, M. D., of Bigourney, Iowa,lays: "For several years I have been usingi Cough Balsam called Dr. Wm. Hall's Ual*lam for the Lungs, and in almost every casethroughout my practice I have had entirelucceas. I have used and prescribed hunlreda of bottles elnce the days of my armypractice (1863), when I was burgeon of HospitalNo. 7, Louisville, Ky. rrbsaw
Emoet'i Little Cathartlo Pills are sutU*Jieutly powerful for the most robust, yet theia(est for children and weak constitutions,.5 couta. rrhsAv
"fflasnna in coporo eano:" "A soundnlnd in a sound body," la the trad# mark ofUlen's Brain Food, and we assure our read*rsthat, it dissailtfisd with either weakuesa1 brain or bcdtly powers, this remedy will>ermanent)y strengthen both. $1 . Atirugglsta or by mail from J. H. Allen, 315<*int avenue, New York City. TTbww
Avoid Pilla..bains largely composed of
lercury, they evenlnally rutn the stomach,ut Allen's Bilious Physic, a vegetable mixare,acta quickly, and efleotuatly cures. 25enta. At all druggiala. TTbs*w
Kkver speculate with your own monoy,ly bod, or rery booa you may have no
loney with which to speculate. Don't boelfish. Give your/riend'fl money the firstbanco.
A merciful man ia merciful to his beast,

k. Quincy man refused to vacate hiaremisea at tho command of his unfeellrgindlord on the ground that he bad severalstting hens and he hadn't the heart to dis*ltb them.
Pile*! rile*!! l*llfw!!!Bnre cure for Blind, Bleeding and Itchingilea. One box baa cured the worst cases of

ferny years' standing. No one need suffer
ve minutes after uatng William's Indianile Ointment. It absorbs tumors, allayschiug, acte as poultice, gives instant relief,repared only for Piles, itohingof tha privateirta, nothing eke. Bold by druggists andi&iled on receipt of price, $1.Fbazikr Mediciks Co., Prop's.,Cleveland, Ohio.Wholeale Agentr. Logan & Co., Wheeling,T. Va., and J. 0. D*nt 4 Co., Bridgeport,bin.

u*w

."Tub Want" Boap ia the bigsest of all, theest five cent ban.

"Vat ? Yoa havo never beea in France,lead Zen 'ow are yon arrived at co veilleaking ze French?" "Oh, well,-Monear!at school, yon know, the girl whoit next to me at dinner used to eat my lit,id I need to do her French exeicieea for
er, bo I got 1o!b ol practice 1"

Bother*.
If yon are falling; broken, worn ont ar.d
ervoo*. ubo ''Wells' Health Renewer." $1.raggiste. Slop

That Cong;!)!
By using Dr. Frazier'a Throat and Lnngaleam.the only anro core for Concha.olds, Hoarasnesa and Sore Throat, and allIseasea of the throat and lun^s. Do noteglect a Congh. It may prove fatal. Scoreaid hundreds of grateful people owe theirvea to Dr. Frariert Throat and Lnng Balkm,and no family will ever be without ItIter once using it, and discovering its maralouspower. It is put up in largo familyottiea and sold for tho small price 60 centser bottle. Fiuzaa Mkdicisk Co,, Prop's.,lereland, Ohio.
Saratoga High Bock Spring Water for talef drucgists.
Wholesale Agents: Loqax & Co., Wheeling,J. Va., and J. 0. Dent &Co., Bridgeport,hlQ DAW
SnirNz'a Genuine Wax Soap will not colori* v^Howteh.

SIP
ftSSflfPRS ABASH**
blVCR AMI

intlTIOH, smo»EP.s I
All contestants tor the 25 premiums aggregatinsabove amount, offered byUlackweUs DurhamTobacco Co., must observe the followingconditions on which the premiums ore to to
awarded: All bags must bear our originalBull Durham label. U. S. Revenue Stamp, andCaution Notice. Tho bacs must bo done upsecurely In a package with name and addressofsender, and numberofbagscontained plainlymarked 011 the outside. Charges mint bo
prepaid. Conletlcloset Soveriber SOth. All packagesshould be forwarded December 1st, and *

must reach us at Durham not later lluinDecemberlClh. No matter where you reside, send
your package, advise us by mail that you hare
done so, and atate the number of bags sent.
Names of successful contestants, with number
of hags returned, will be published, Dec. 12. In
Boston. Herald; New York, Herald: Philadelphia,Timet: Durham, N. C., Tobacco Plant:
New Orleans, Timet-Democrat: Cincinnati,/.'nquircr:Chicago, Dally Scut: San Francisco,Chronicle, Address,

Blackweu.'s dcmum Tobacco Co.,
Durham, N. C.

Every genuine package has picture of Bull.
£7*See our naxt announcement's*

P"WITH P
jATmo^n'Tolsoted wlthPoUsh," This latheca»o with hnudrcdu who have been unwlieough to tike aarsaparlllas, Potash mixtures, etc,jtll dictation 1* almo*t latatly Impaired. fiwllv'aK'dflc »n vegetibla iemedy, and leitorei thesya-
m iu ucmiu aua Duiius up tuo waits m&dc by688 polWDB."I wRfi sofidrfng with Blcod Poison, and treitelveral mouth* with Mercury and Potwh, only toakti ma worse. Toe Potash took away my appe*to and gavo mo dyspepsia, and both gate ma.eumitlam. I then tooz BamparllUs, At. ill
ie*e fiareaparllla mixtures hove Potiah In them.il« mudo mo still worse, aa It dfove the poltonriher Into mj ny»tem A friend Insisted I snouldkoswllt'nSpecific and Itcurcdmoof the tJor.dikon, drorotho Mercury and fctash out ol mystem, and to-day Iam ss well *a I everm"iGEO. 0, WKLLMAN, J*., fia-'em, Muts.
John A. Smith, tho largest merchant In Galneslle,Oa., mjs: "1 Buffered lor yean from theccmnedeffects of Ery»Ipt'lM and tfcxema. I coutln dto grow wone urider medical treatmeut andtaklUR medlelno containing Potash. 8. B. 8.red me thoroughly and ab'olutely. My apcetlt*.rength andfiean returned asl wsacured with It."
Treatise on Blood and Skin Ztecae* mailed freoappllcanti.

THE SWIFT SPECIFIC CO.,Drawer 3, Atlanta, Ga.[sowYork Office, 1M W. 23d street, between 6thd "th Avenues. Philadelphia Office, 1206 Chapleafreet. Ji3

INIVERS1TY OF VIRGINIA,
<CMMKR I,AW L^CTVHTH (nlno weekly)gin 10th July, 1881, and end 10th Eepterober.ive proved of sJjnal u*e,.1st, to students whosign to pursue tboir studies at this or other Lawhiv»l: la. tn thopw who nrnr^viA »n
d 3d, to vrtcilUonm who hare cot had the «d«nt&co of fjetciEttiic iuatrucllon. For circularrAr (P. 0. unlvcnlty of Va.] to Jons B. Miaou,of. Com. arrt turn. La v. my22 rthu^
"p&IABLISHED 1858,i
l. Seauion'a Nail City Cigar Works

And Dealer In
LXAF, TLVQ ANDSMOKING TOBACCOS,Also Fine Clgan and Plpa.

aprl 3160 "Water Btreot, Wheeling, W. Va,

f'Srf "liiE SCIEKilE Gr iiEALTH"6* 5a a® T.xplslna «ba frtBdplM of ltf« an!1 5 2 ti. &. daUh. tod tba ertjln of 4imiu«i. u18 "23** ,ij0Uji v, r,vj bt »enojr an-1 roiidl*M*<lnun. Tho** wbo fcra »t>BrflnRhem Nerroua D«»bliJtr.X^oot VltAlity.CftltirTb.aail Bloo<l Diooivao®rllt hnil it *a Incalculable bo«a. A copy «f thu bookwtll bo »«nt aocaralT »**1H (or 2r.mmpbj adilrMiln*\V. n. Jauni'Jt. M.l»- 1 B'» uygth Bt-CUnlr.U.«K
A LL KINDS OF PLAIN AND FANCYZL -JOB WORK

NEATLY AND PROMPTLY EXECUTED
XT THS

DU'.Y INTELLIQKKCXB JOB OFPIO,Noa. 33 and 37 Jourtwotti CtcMV


